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DETAILED ACTION 

The application of Paul Sen Craig for Universal Key Security Method And System filed 
10/09/2003 has been examined. Claims 1-47 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-10 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claims 1-10, claim 1 recites the limitation of receiving a mechanical key in 
the lock. The key as claimed , illustrated (figure 7), and described on page 40 represents an 
electro-mechanical key and not a purely mechanical key. The examiner therefore interpret the 
key as claimed as an electromechanical key. 

Claims 4 and 37 are rejected as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. The examiner does 
not understand what is meant by any other step. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 24-25 and 28-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Lerchner et al. US Patent 5826450. 

Regarding claims 24-25 and 28-30, Lerchner et al teaches an electromechanical lock 
securing a key access environment (figure 1) wherein reading a first source of indicia from a key 
and the indicia comprises a physical characteristic of the key (col. 6 lines 48-52) and reading a 
second source of indicia and the second source of indicia comprises user specific data and an 
authorization signal is provided based on the correct indicia with respect to the user (col. 4 lines 
21-29). The data stored in the key (col. 6 lines 42-46) is the PIN information because this is the 
data that is read in order to provide authentication. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-3, 1 1-14, 20, 23, 31-32, and 35-36, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 



unpatentable over Lemay et al. US Patent6439996 in view of Lerchner et al. US Patent 5826450. 
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Regarding claims 1-3, 1 1-14, 23, 31-32, LeMay et al. teaches the use of a key for 
providing security to a gaming machine method of providing security in a gaming machine, the 
method comprising: receiving a mechanical key in a lock within said gaming machine (col. 2 
lines 35-46) as illustrated figure 1. LeMay et al. teaches authorizing the use of the key based on 
the information read from the key (col. 3 lines 9-16) but is silent on teaching reading a first 
source of information from the lock containing data specific to the lock and reading a second 
source of information containing data specific to the user. Lerchiner et al. in an art related 
locking device teaches reading a first source of indicia from a key and the indicia comprises a 
physical characteristic of the key (col. 6 lines 48-52) and reading a second source of indicia and 
the second source of indicia comprises user specific data (col. 4 lines 21-29). The data stored in 
the key (col. 6 lines 42-46) is the PIN information because this is the data that is read in order to 
provide authentication. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to read a first source of 
information from the lock containing data specific to the lock and reading a second source of 
information containing data specific to the user in LeMay et al. as evidenced by Lerchiner et al. 
because LeMay et al. suggests authorizing the use of the key based on the information read from 
the key and reading a first source of information from the lock containing data specific to the 
lock and reading a second source of information containing data specific to the user increases the 
security of the lock as evidenced by Lerchiner et al. 

Regarding claims 20 and 35, LeMay et al. teaches the use of active PIN by reading the 
identification information on the key (col. 3 lines 9-16). 
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Claims 4-8 and 14-18, 33-34, 37-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over LeMay et al. US Patent6439996 in view of Lerchner et al. US Patent 5826450 
and further in view of Bradford et al. US patent 6709333. 

Regarding claims 4-8 and 14-18, 33-34, and 37-40, LeMay et al. teaches reading 
information from the key which is specific to the user (col. 3 lines 9-16) but is silent on teaching 
the information specific to the user comprises biometric information. Bradford et al. in an art 
related identification system teaches the use of biometric information (col. 5 lines 20-25) for 
uniquely identifying a user and also teaches embedding the biometric identification information 
in a key (col. 5 lines 36-51) and the biometric information includes fingerprint, facial 
recognition, and retina scan (col. 5 lines 43-46) in order for the identifying means to be carried 
and use easily. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use biometric information 
as the user identification information in LeMay in view of Lerchner as suggested by Bradford 
because such would improve the ability to verify the identity of a person. 

Claims 9 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over LeMay 
et al. US Patent6439996 in view of Lerchner et al. US Patent 5826450 in view of Bradford et al. 
US patent 6709333 and further in view of Gokcebay et al. US Patent 6374653. 

Regarding claims 9 and 19, LeMay et al. teaches reading information from the key which 
is specific to the user (col. 3 lines 9-16) but is silent on teaching revoking a previously authorized 
user ED. Gokcebay et al. in an art related locking mechanism teaches a programmable lock and 
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teaches revoking a previously authorized ID by reprogramming the lock (col. 17 lines 12-19) for 
changing access to the locking device. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to revoked a previously 
authorized user ID in LeMay et al in view of Lerchner in view of Bradford as evidenced by 
Gokcebay et al. because revoking a previously authorized user ID allows the access list to be 
updated and ensure that only authorized person have access t the locking mechanism. 

Claims 10 and 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
LeMay et al. US Patent6439996 in view of Lerchner et al. US Patent 5826450 and further in 
view of Gokcebay et al. US Patent 6374653. 

Regarding claims 10 and 21-22, LeMay et al. teaches reading information from the key 
which is specific to the user (col. 3 lines 9-16) but is silent on teaching revoking a previously 
authorized user ID. Gokcebay et al. in an art related locking mechanism teaches a programmable 
lock and teaches revoking a previously authorized ID by reprogramming the lock (col. 17 lines 
12-19) and further restricting access of the authorized keys (col. 19 lines 36-44) for changing 
access to the locking device. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to revoked a previously 
authorized user ID in LeMay et al in view of Lerchner in view of Bradford as evidenced by 
Gokcebay et al. because revoking a previously authorized user ID allows the access list to be 
updated and ensure that only authorized person have access t the locking mechanism. 

Claims 26, 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lerchner et 
al. US Patent 5826450 and further in view of Bradford et al. US patent 6709333. 
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Regarding claims 26-27, Lerchner et al. teaches reading information from the key which 
is specific to the user ((col. 4 lines 21-29) but is silent on teaching the information specific to the 
user comprises biometric information. Bradford et al. in an art related identification system 
teaches the use of biometric information (col. 5 lines 20-25) for uniquely identifying a user and 
also teaches embedding the biometric identification information in a key (col. 5 lines 36-51) and 
the biometric information includes fingerprint, facial recognition, and retina scan (col. 5 lines 43- 
46) in order for the identifying means to be carried and use easily. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use biometric information 
as the user identification information in Lerchner et al. as evidenced by Bradford because 
Lerchner et al. suggests reading information from the key which is specific to the user and 
Bradford teaches the use of biometric information as identification information in order to 
ensure that the true identify of a person is verified. 

Claims 41, 43-44, and 45-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lemay et al. US Patent6439996 in view of Lerchner et al. US Patent 5826450 and further in 
view of Gatto et al. US Patent 6945870. 

Regarding claims 41, 43-44 and 45-47, LeMay et al. teaches the use of al key for 
providing security to a gaming machine method of providing security in a gaming machine, the 
method comprising: receiving a mechanical key in a lock within said gaming machine (col. 2 
lines 35-46) as illustrated figure 1. LeMay et al. teaches authorizing the use of the key based on 
the information read from the key (col. 3 lines 9-16) but is silent on teaching reading a first 
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source of information from the lock containing data specific to the lock and reading a second 
source of information containing data specific to the user and gaming machine connected to a 
computer server. Lerchiner et al. in an art related locking device teaches reading a first source of 
indicia from a key and the indicia comprises a physical characteristic of the key (col. 6 lines 48- 
52) and reading a second source of indicia and the second source of indicia comprises user 
specific data (col. 4 lines 21-29). The reference of Gatto et al. teaches gaming machines 
connected to a computer server 1 12 as shown in figure 1 and the server also providing a database 
(col. 1 1 lines 25-29) in order to provide a secure and modular architecture for monitoring a group 
of gaming machines 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to read a first source of 
information from the lock containing data specific to the lock and reading a second source of 
information containing data specific to the user in LeMay et al. as evidenced by Lerchiner et al. 
because LeMay et al. suggests authorizing the use of the key based on the information read from 
the key and reading a first source of information from the lock containing data specific to the 
lock and reading a second source of information containing data specific to the user increases the 
security of the lock as evidenced by Lerchiner et al. The reference of Gatto et al. teaches gaming 
machines connected to a computer server 1 12 as shown in order to provide a secure and modular 
architecture for monitoring a group of gaming machines 

Claims 42 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over LeMay et al. 
US Patent6439996 in view of Lerchner et al. US Patent 5826450 in view of Gatto et al. US 
Patent 6945870 and further in view of Bradford et al. US patent 6709333. 
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Regarding claim 42, LeMay et al. teaches reading information from the key which is 
specific to the user (col. 3 lines 9-16) but is silent on teaching the information specific to the user 
comprises biometric information. Bradford et al. in an art related identification system teaches 
the use of biometric information (col. 5 lines 20-25) for uniquely identifying a user and also 
teaches embedding the biometric identification information in a key (col. 5 lines 36-51) and the 
biometric information includes fingerprint, facial recognition, and retina scan (col. 5 lines 43-46) 
in order for the identifying means to be carried and use easily. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use biometric information 
as the user identification information in LeMay in view of Lerchner as evidenced by Bradford 
because LeMay et al. suggests reading information from the key which is specific to the user and 
Bradford teaches the use of biometric information as identification information in order to 
ensure that the true identify of a person is verified. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vernal U. Brown whose telephone number is 571-272-3060. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-7:00 Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Horabik can be reached on 571-272-3068. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Vernal Brown 
November 21, 2005 




